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^ 4UVl *|5 (ki<4 

*$1^,29^,2004 


(Tteawft ^rften) 

Oto apfcft aft* 4>fow threw £ qa 3RRi *3 4 W ftdJT t 4_J gg 
( »»l&cftP«Bci ott) * aroicft <tpi qre^t w* »ft <w»fe wren wt 
^iroira 

^0 15 /5/2004-^(M- 1995 *T OTITOTfrf«R 1975 

afk SRr (rW 4t ^ ^ l?R r 

an^R ^ otrot 41* erfcr Wot) FUmra cft 4r sir $ *afc fl s*w 

(ftpt *R 51W «n to $ 4- few i 3R^ 2001 4) affojro to 

50/i/200i-#*Mt * 5RI *rf=ft 41* 4lfotr (M ^ m " 

w t) <fr Ha 4 amm rst 3 Wfcra iTT 4) sir (fat 

^ $ atrara ** ot 1 ], Prto<to ^ to 4 3 Ww ' <1 *^ n 

4) trcsrra 4) «ft l - . _• 

ate ** fa faro 21 ftRm 2602 # OTsn 50/1/2001 * ^ 

jnfapfl Tjg fa*4 % % 4rfar rtow 41* * 

S3 WOT515a* * to* 41* «fil * 9 1 * Jf ^ * 

S W«t ijw 4t «*'*■* 41 4) *ft l 

, fafa 10 2002 4t ajft^RT othT 111/2002- 

K)*n^c9 4 5Rt *tar wsg4f ** Wiw wattfl-^ «jpi Wr to «n 1 

10*1 01/2004 (1) 
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2 . toAst tg aif&r 

to fft fftift ft argroR snfftRrS ft fcP? menM sjoto ftr erpj TOftr ftt 
tocntoto eft to toht aftfe t afarft^ to TOgse ft ft to% vm " 

$TO >HcRKI<TOcR TOHeRlfl ft 3Tmtl‘TO fft ?JoTO ^ 3TPt oTPJ TOTO 'TOftRld # 
TOfftRlft ft^ >HWR % fft ?cft ftt Ri^lfet TO TOTOct f I v5'M^W yidElH ft ftft~ft? 
ftt TO%RTft ft feT? fftftt fteRT^ TORRTC TOT TOp ^JTOTT, fvTOft ^ftteTT eft 

3TTTORRTO ftt TOft d^ldl ROT ft, ft 3TTETO TO TOft$TT TOTO sftlftcT t, TOft % 

tew MIcRM ^[cTO ft oTOJ ftft ft TO ft w dftiRld TOM ft TO?t ft, 1% 

TOT TOTO ftt STftftcT ft fair eft efPJ wn 3 TITORJTO t, TOT ?Je 3 > TOM TOft 
RT fffft MRcftd TO^t ?TT f^T ftft ft Sltft fTO vSTTft ^ftt ftt TOTTOT t 1 

TO^TO TOM ft 3 TJHN Ao RfifaTO ftfttTO 5 TTO feTO, ft fto cftfftn ftft 
^fftftftTOT fto feTO ftk 3 TOt TOT ftt ft? ft TO^TO ft^fe fftqfw ?fttaTT ft 3 TTTO 
ir f^fW TORT eft ufTft TOft ft TO deft §1 dRferfclft' ft 3TOR TO, oTPJ 
wroTft ^r ft Rsnftft ft ftr? arjfter fftro 11 

3. writer ft srrai? 

3TlftcTcf> CRT 2T£- cTOT t fft TOR ft&lfM ft Wft ftftfifa f3TT t 3#? ffteT? 

rttoM TOtft ftt ^ftterr ftrf&cr t l tom ftftft ft Mftt ^ ft 3fR Rftj TOfFT 
ftt Rftlft ft ft gm? fsrr ft i 3TrftM ft TOt to fft^T ft fft ijftrftt Rftr^n ft 
TORT TOR iTO ft 3TR "qr ftftTT^TOR ft TOlftt TOft 3TsftcT 38.5% ft 20% ftt Rft ft I ^(cl\ j 
medftft ^tor 3R ftdft fttro 3 tt?tr in toejrt fftro ynro ft I ftft ftrot fttror sfR 

ijTO ft ftR TOT ftTO fftftTTOR TOtftiT TORT ft IftftRd ftTTO Rll^R ft TOfftt 3TfftTO TOTO 
ft ft ^Tft ftftT^e^ ftfftR 3TfftftTO ftt TOR 9 cR (i) ^T TORTTO ftfTO ft I ,f; 

4. uTNT ftt TQ&Sm 

TO ft TORT ftft fi? 1 ft arftro ft TOftt^n TOT ftt TOcNTORTO ftt TOft 

TOtftT TOft ft feR TOfteT TORNRTOR ^JTOT TRT^d ftt ft, fftfe: mfftTOTft TO R? TOfft ft 

fft fftro 23 ft tost mfer ftrrojTOR ftfftR (roftero) srfftfftro, 1995 ft TOftft ft 

3TOTON, TOftt ftftftrfM ft *#R5N RTOfftft ^JTOR ftt TOlftft TOftSTT TOTT vftxRT ftl 

fftftro 21 fftro^; 2002 ftt 3 TfftqTOT fto 50/1/2001-fttftftTftt ^rt srf^j^T 

etteNT TORT ftftroft 3ftr jftftcR 10 TO^?, 2002 ftt 3#^TOT TOO 111/2002-fttTO^j 
IRT srfftgfftr Ift^rroRR ftr TOift TOsft ftt to^to TOft ^rt ftftro ftft f? TOtorft 

^dTOTOTO TOfttTO ft feN fft TO TOTOT ftt fftjRt TOTOft ft fcR? ftlf^Tl ¥fM 
3fR TOftfr ft ^cT ft 3TTOT TO Rftfcld ^ ft TOf ft 3RTOt TO '^RTO ftt cTOJ TO3TO 
TOcNTOR t, TO TjRcR ftt ^SRR TO ^Tft ftMd TO^ftftftdctftTOftTO^TO 

TOft gro^frr ft^r ftt tototott t, toRtto ftrorraftt ft si^tor tort ftt TOrot 11 




[MFTl-^gl] 




•3. 
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5. • t';: 

nJ^T vjP 4 ?#TcT ^Isbcil^^l^cT ^ (^ fT 3TT^ «H, \3fT. >3^ 

aftPrn rft tretf ai^t # warn 40 * *W *wi ^° ° 25 ff° f 

3fcpfa cPfffcT t | OTTft, ^ Aw <focf «jcpR|*'.t 3lk W? 3? *|4«S W 

1%^^ t I 

6. hRMI 

ysfa.hiR f^rr vimpn ^ xj4 dcr ^r ^t ^ w 

vjLfj^ v5TP^t T?S^T ^TT <*>^ 3TTTO1WT t 1 

i. ^ m iii/2002-#m^^^^^^nPrcr #t i ^ 

ii. ^ ^ftan ^ *rra arafa i 2003 % 31 2003 <rc» 

ti 

iii. \STTxT *r snftcf ^?F vH^ft .sfk ¥RM *H 

iv. ^fterr *r Pmi ^ 6,7,8,9.10.11,16,17,18,19 afNr 20 ^ ^1 

3TT^W qftcRfcfi ^Tf%cT 3^H*tW I 

6.1 ^qxRT TOJcT 

^ f^pqWr ^t, ’tot $ ^ermff ^ ’ror 3 

^TcT 

^ wm ^HT TOJ^T ^ 3fR 3T^r ^ ^, f; 

Hlftl<blft 

^5 *16lPj^mot<4 
edfi i v^ r ^ xjgtTT *iofi(?ra ; >.. ... 
cufilvj gr ffrqPT 

^frn^ 

^ feeft-110011 

x#TO: 91-11-23014418 

^T 3R^m # fen? 3TcFT-3TcPTfcR3T W ^T t. I • / - 

.’ 4 *> *■ • i . -«.V ' . ■ '. : ./■ • 

apu'raraJR«ft'.4$.fyjJfar w #n* 

% f^T vitra % 'SPRT tjflll H<gt1 ^>7 '{rt’dl. *-,J ■< .. •: 
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6.2 TfTOI ftPlT 

toFT TlfttelT ft fttocT to 3#? Rfto ^ fcT? tot 3ft felRad 

rw ^ pr ^rt \5tftt 3? ^rftten 3 tPrjtoit 3> R3TOT3 3ft 3Tto ft 

mftPT f^T (40 faT) 3> to \5TO ^f^TftlcT 3ft TO Rlftoft 3ft RRI ftf vSTE? I 3fft 
fftdPcT TO ftfal 3> ‘to to ^TOTT TIM 3# ftfftt ft 3T TOT T|f ^FTT TOT 3# to 

ft Tf tot ^ rjxrt 3Pjft to ft ftr Prto snfftto fttor Proto 3> stjto Pto ft 

TOcTO to ft 3TTTO TO to Pito 3ft TO tot t I * 

6.3 ^l4vHRcb tpi^cf <RT fftflflOT 

* 

Pm 6(7) ft 3T^TTY t to f|d<s|^ q»f M toftto TO^c* 33 Pftto TO * . 

^TOTT ft fWi 3F3 fto^ TOT33ft 5RT TOJcT toft ft toto 3RT 3ft TO t I 

fcb^l RlRef ft 3ftft f§d3c£ RWf 3J33T ftft % $d<f>K TOUT ft 3T 3TTOTT TO> 

torn oto ft tor 3 tow rjw wot 3ftf ctortt ft 31 s to ft ft w ft 

3T3T ^TeETT ft eft 511 toft to TOT TOcT<£I to eft 3TTTO TO tor Pitot 3ft 3ft TO 

tor ft to to tofto 3ft toto ftoPft to 3to ft i 

3TfafacT ^TT3 ftffeTFfeft 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 29th March, 2004 -. 

initiation 

(Mid-term Review) 

Subject: Initiation of Mid-term Review of anti-dumping duty imposed on 

imports of (Acrylonitrile Butadiene Rubber) NBR originating in or exported 
from Germany and Korea RP. 


No. 15/5/2004-DGAD - Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection 
of Duty or Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) 
Rules, 1995, vide Notification Number 50/1/2001-DGAD dated 1 st October 2001, the 
Designated Authority (herein after referred to as Authority) initiated a sunset review 
in the matter of continued imposition of the definitive antidumping duty in force on 
the import of NBR (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or 
exported from Germany and Korea RP (hereinafter referred to as subject 
countries). 







■ ' i'’.. v ■■ •••" - ’•••. -.V •.' ■ 

AND WHEREAS videNotifcatj^ 21 st September 2002 

the Authority, concluded that the ces^tjor^ pf ar^kiumping duty on N8R from Korea 
RP and Germany will lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury and 
recommended continued imposition of definitive antidumping duty on imports of the 
subject goods. ... v. 

Accordingly, definitive antidumping duty was imposed on the subject goods 
vide Customs Notification No. 111/2002-Customs dated 10 th October 2002. 

2. Request for Review 

WHEREAS the Rules supra require the Authority to review from time to time, 
the need for continued imposition of Ariti Dumping Duty and rf it is satisfied, on the 
basis of positive information received by it that there is no justification for continued 
imposition of such duty, the authority may recommend to the central government for 
its withdrawal. Notwithstanding the above provision the authority is required to 
review, on the basis of positive information submitted by any interested party 
substantiating the need for a review, provided that a reasonable period of time has 
elapsed since the imposition of the definitive antidumping duty, whether continued 
imposition of the duty is necessary to offset dumping* whether the injury would be 
likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. 

In terms of the above provision M/s Rishiroop Polymer Pyt. Ltd., Mumbai 
have filed a request for a mid-term review of the antidumping duty in force, Qn 
behalf of one of the exporters from Korea RP i.e., M/s Korea (Cumho Petrochemicals 
Co. Ltd and on their own behalf. 

3. Grounds for Review 

The applicant claims that market condition have changed substantially 
requiring a review of the antidumping measures. The import prices have gone up 
substantially and the condition of the domestic industry has also improved. The 
applicant further claims that there is a significant reduction in the customs duty on 
the NBR from the earlier review and the present time i.e. from 38.5% to 20%. 
Therefore, the antidumping duty now collected on reference price basis as a 
difference between the reference price and the landed value far exceeds the actual 
dumping margin determined in the sunset review investigation* in violation of 
Section 9A (1) of the Customs Tariff Act. 

4. Initiation 

i Having satisfied itself that the applicant has produced sufficient positive 

t information substantiating the need Jfolva rpyjew^^ now 

considers that a mid-term review $f tfc® Aati Dumping Duty » appropriate in view of 
the changed circumstances, in terms of the provision of Section 9A (5) of Customs 
^ Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 read with Rule 23 supra. 
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Having decided to review the final findings notified vide Notification 
No.50/1/2001-DGAD dated 21st September 2002 and continuation of definitive duty 
notified vide Notification No. 111/2002-Cus. dated 10 th October 2002, the Authority 
hereby initiates the investigations in terms of the Rules supra, to review whether 
continued imposition of the duty on imports of NBR originating in or exported from 
Korea RP and Germany, is necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury would 
be likely to continue or recur rf the duty were removed or varied, or both. ' 

> 

5. Product under Consideration 

The product involved in the said investigation was Acrylonitrile Butadiene Rubber 
(NBR) falling under heading No. 40025900 in Chapter 40 of the First Schedule to 
the said Customs Tariff Act and 1TC HS Classification. This classification however, 
is indicative only and in no way binding on the scope of the present investigation. 

6. Procedure 

The investigation will determine whether or there is dumping and injury and if there 
is a need for the continuation, removal or amendment of the existing measure. 

(i) The review will cover all aspects of Notification No. 111/2002-Cus 

dated 10 th October 2002 

00 The period of investigation for the purpose of this review will be 1 st 

January 2003 to 31 st December 2Q03. 

(iii) The countries involved in this investigation are Germany and Korea 

DD 

I \( 

(iv) The provisions of Rules 6,7.8,9.10,11,16,17,18,19 and 20 of the Rule 
supra shall be mutatis mutandis applicable in this review. 

6.1 Submission of Information: 

The exporters in subject countries, their governments through their 
embassies in India, the importers and users in India known to be concerned and the 
domestic industry are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in 
the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the: 

The Designated Authority 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties 
Ministry of Commerce and Industry ; 

Department of Commerce 
Udyog Bhavan 
New Delhi-110011. 

Fax:91-11-23014418 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the 
investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 
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6.2 Time Limit 

Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing 
should be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned 
above not later than forty days (40 Days) from the date of publication of this review 
notification, if no information is received within the prescribed time limit or the 
information received is incomplete, the Designated Authority may record its findings 
on the basis of the facts available on record in accordance with the Rules supra. 

6.3 Inspection of Public File: 

In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file 
containing non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested - 
parties. 

In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide 
necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the 
investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available 
to it and make such recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 


ABHIJIT SENGUPTA, Designated Authority 
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